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The JESUIT, Published weekly, (to appear every | 


pristors, at $2 per annum, in advance. All Communica- 


Without an authority to regulate, fix and determine | 
Saturday) by HENRY L. DEVEREUX, for the Pro- | the belief of the faithful, it is impossible to preserve || 


unity of doctrine. 


tions must be post paid, and directed to the Eprrors of the faith according to his own manner of thinking, is to 


«Jesuit, Boston, Mass. 


destroy faith by multiplying it, for it is essentially | 


The object is to explain, diffuse and defend the Principles one. ‘The fathers have also remarked, “ that con- 


of the One, Hoty, Carnoric and Aposrotic Cuurcu. 


11 Devonshire Street. 
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[Translated for the Jesuit.] 
CHAPTER VI. 
ON THE NECESSITY AND EXISTENCE OF 
A VISIBLE AUTHORITY IN THE CHURCH. | 
X. 
The existence of heresies: ninth proof of the au- 
thority of the church. If there does not exist an 


tempt of authority has always been the fatal prin- 
ciple of heresy and schism.”—St. Cyprian, Letter | 


55. 
XIV. 
The existence of a Providence : thirteenth proof 
of the authority of the Church. St. Augustine dis- 
tinctly proves the existence of a visible authority, 
which regulates our religious belief, as a necessary 
|consequence of Providence. 


authority in the church, to which all the faithful are” yeligion; but if again, there is such a Providence, 
obliged to render obedience, there never has been a we should not hesitate to believe that God has es- 
heresy ; for, according to the usual acceptation, he- _tablished an authority capable of conducting us with 
resy is nothing but a rebellion against the visible | safety and certainty to divine truth.’—St. Augus- 
authority of the church in matters of doctrine : now tine on the utility of belief, chap. 26. - 


the existence of heresies, is a fact, attested by his- 


tory in all ages, from the very birth of*christianity. | 


XI. 

The insufficiency of the means of examination : 
tenth proof of the authority of the church. The 
road which does not lead either the simple or igno- 
rant to faith, is incapable of leading any one to it. 
The distinctive character of the road of truth is, 
that it conducts all the world to it, for all are called 
toa knowledge of it: now neither the simple or ig- 
norant can become acquainted with it by the means 
of examination or discussion. Authority alone can 
give them a knowledge of it. The maxim of estab- 
lishing our faith, only after the discussion of each 
gee dogma, is specious in theory. Eramine 

€ 


efore believing: flattering advice indeed to the || 


mind; but is its practice equally possible? The 
limits of human intelligenee, which are easily ob- 
scured ; the laborious study and vast knowledge ne- 
cessary for these discussions ; the shortness of life ; 
the fear, under which we should labor of being de- 
ceived in an affair of so much interest, point out the 
impossibility of it, or at least the almost insurmount- 
able difficulty both to the learned and the ignorant. 
“We must always have recourse to authority, as the 
most short, easy and safe method of discovering the 
truth."—St. Augustine, on the utility of believing. — 
The insufficiency of examination in acquiring a cer- 
tain knowledge of the truth, leads of itself to autho- 
tity, as the means ; for, he who is obliged to believe 
certain points of doctrine, and who is unable to learn 
them by himself, must of necessity acquire a know- 
ledge of them from another. 

XII. 

The existence of Revelation: eleventh proof of 
the authority of the church. To admit on one 
hand a revelation, which regulates our duties to 
God, our neighbor, and ourselves ; to suppose on 
the other, that the Supreme Being has given to man 
no other method of discerning revealed doctrine 
from human opinion, than that of mere examination, 
8 to call this infinitely wise being the most impru- 
dent of legislators ; for this method is not only im- 
practicable to the generality of mankind, but it is 
Moreover often dangerous. To what indeed can it 
lead us ? To error, if we are presumptuous and 
precipitate in our judgments, or to uncertainty if we 
are sufficiently humble to mistrust ourselves. It 
was doubtless this that made St. Augustine say, 
“that we could not possess true religion, without 

assistance of a weighty authority to enforce it 

m us.”—St, Augustine on the utility of believing, 

thap. 9, page 58, vol. 8th. A choice must be there- 

te made of one of the following alternatives, either 

reject revelation as useless, from our not possessing 

certain means of discovering it, or acknowledge 
uuthority. 

. XTIL. , 
The levity of the human mind: twelfth proof of 


the necessity of authority. St. Paul alludes to this | 


\| greatest enemies ! 


XV. 

The condugt of the chief individuals who pre- 
tended to reform religion: fourteenth proof of the 
Church’s authority. How necessary is that autho- 
rity which draws its proof from the actions of its 
Our dissenting brethren have 
| rejected it as tyrannical, and have established on its 
wreck the ruinous edifice of a pretended reforma- 
tion: but they have been obliged to recur to it to 
prevent the destruction of their rising sects. This 
contradictory conduct is attested in the history of the 
times. ‘ Examine for yourselves, they thus address 


|Catholics to seduce them; he no longer led, like | 


idiots, by an authority which is truly tyrannical.— 


ploy it.” But now hear their language to their own 
untractacle brethren, ‘‘ Obey your superiors, exam- 
ine no farther, after your teachers have decided.— 
Christian humility should teach you to submit your 
understandings to those your spiritual guides; they 
have been appointed for your instruction.” What 
a constrast! ‘To institute an enquiry without sub- 


the same time to exact submission without enquiry 
in order to repress those of their own party, who are 
too strenuous in their claims to unbounded liberty 


|of conscience, is to use double weights, measures 


and balances; this is abominable in the sight of 


God. Whatever the case may be, it follows from 


To leave any one to form his |! 














XIX. 
In vain do our dissenting brethren accuse us of 
opposing examination, by recurring to the same 


/method ourselves, and of thus establishing on one 


side, what we destroy on the other. This is equi- 
vocating on terms, with a view of deceiving. There 
exists a vast difference between that examination, 
the necessity and sufficiency of which, our separat- 
ed brethren support, to the exclusion of obedience 
to authority, and. the mere simple consideration of 
the truths, founded on fact and public notoriety, 
which establish authority. We combat the first by 
the second: the objection then, of our adversaries, 


| is but a sophism. 
** Tf, says he, there is || 
not a Providence of God presiding over human af- | 
fairs, then let us no longer trouble ourselves about | 


{From the Truth Teller.] 
TO DR. BROWNLEE. 
PASTOR OF THE MIDDLE puTcH cHURCH.—[No. 8.] 

A corrupt man loveth not one that reproveth him: nor wili 
he go to the wise.—Prov. 15, 12. 

Rey. Sir:—In your peregrinations over the up- 
hills and down-hils of life, your philosophic mind 
has not, probably been idly inattentive to the effects 


| often produced by officious friendship. If vigilant 


it must have discovered that the interference of an 
officious friend is seldom directed by prudence ; and, 
hence, in place of conferring benefit, inflicts real 
injury on the object-of its zeal. It must have ascer- 


| tained, that often it were better to encounter the 


| 


! 
\| 


| God has gifted you with reason, that you may em- || . — or: ‘ 
4 | very interesting to us, but it is our opinion, and will, 


‘open and avowed hostility of an enemy, than sub- 


mit to the interposing protection of a good natured 
and very kind friend. ‘Save me from my friends’ 
is registered among the philosophic sayings—vul- 
garly named proverbs—of a grave and wise people. 

Whether you, Rev. Preacher of the Middle Dutch 
Church, have ever been afflicted with the evils aris- 
ing out of officious friendship, is a knowledge not 


‘| we are sure, be seconded by the judgment of your 
|‘ christian public,’—your ‘Protestant rule of faith’ 


the conduct of these pretended reformers, that they | 


have acknowledged the necessity of authority to re- 
tain those they had seduced, in unity of doctrine. 
But were they justified in substituting their own au- 
thority for that of the Church ? 
give our opinion on this question. 
XVI. 

We are weak and rational. 
posed to us examination as a guide to truth, it would 
not have regarded our weakness: if on the other 
hand, it had only presented to us authority without 
proofs, it would not have consulted our reason, 
which should only yield to evidence. But as it is 
the work of wisdom itself, its author has made al- 
lowances for our weakness without degrading our 
reason, by giving us as a guide, a visible authority, 
which he has distinguished by divine characters. 

XVII. 

“To be deceived by authority, says St. Augus- 
tine, is a misfortune; but to resist all authority, is 
the greatest of all misfortunes.”—St. Augustine on 
the utility of belief, Chap. 16, page 67, vol, 8th. ‘The 
sectary who listens to false teachers, is an example 
of the first ; the daring mind, which follows alone 
its own ideas, exemplifies the second case. The 

Catholic, persuaded that it is equally dangerous 


|| either to submit to all authority, or to yield to none, 


easily discovers the reality‘of the phantom, despises 
the authority which exists only in appearance, and 
attaches himself to that alone, which God has es- 


We will elsewhere | 


in his letter to the Ephesians, where he shows that || tablished to conduct men to a knowledge of the truth. | 


the end, which Jesus Christ proposed to hi , 
the establishment of an casio 0 himself in 


our always varying in doctrine. 


ty, Was to» prevent | 


XVIII. 


scriptures, or peaceful when at variance with the 


r some evangelists, and other some pastors and, Church.”—S#. Augustine, Book 4th on the Trinity, 


rf. EN we be no more children 
of doctrine by the wickedness of m 


iness, by which they lie in wait to deceive.” — 





d : , \| Chap. 6, No. 10. Wisdom wills that we do not of- 
and carried about with every wind | fend reason in our opinions; the quality of chris- | 


en, by cunning | tian exacts from us adherence to the Seriptures ; 


|and the spirit of peace commands us to hear the 


and 14.— | Church, in order to preserve anity. 


“No one, says St. Augustine, is discreet when | 


*“ And Jesus Christ, Hi opposed to reason, a christian when against the 
says, gave some apostles, and some prophets, and | 


If religion only pro- | 


| as the imbecility of an infant’s mind. 


may fitly address you in the words of the Proverb, 
‘save me from my friends.’ Eight long and tedious 
letters have been spun by the patent machinery of 
‘Protestant lesson and logic’ from your cranial cob- 


ae : ; poe AES: ne sealied * eethe : : 
mission, with a view of seducing Catholics, and at || W¢bs—you have written de omni scibile, tilted with 


every weapon in the rusted armory of polemics from 
proofless assertion to gross abuse, from the dog- 
matic ipse dixit to the obscene insinuation, from the 
faithless quotation to the more faithless and ribald 
tale, from the affected lisping of the sleek religionist 
to the shout and growl of the pitch and brimstone 
Puritan—yet, your unfortunate rule of faith is still 
unproved, still as infirm in the strength of argument 
Had you not 
in an evil hour, though chivalrously, proclaimed 
your ‘CHatvence,’ your Rule might have rested in 
obscurity, and enjoyed the respect which obscurity, 
at times, secures—it might have excited no misgiv- 
ings in the minds of the members of the Middle 
Dutch Church, and your ‘ christian public.” Even 
you, mighty erudite in the ‘ Hebrew and Greek, of 
the Holy Ghost,’ might have stricken deep root in 
the hot-bed of literary and biblical fame, had not 
you set your lance in rest for polemic tournament. 
Had you, in place of ambitioning theological renown, 
pondered on the words of the inspired sage—‘ even 
a fool, if he will hold his peace, shall be counted wise ; 


and, ifhe close his lips, aman ofunderstanding.’ Prov. 


' Dutch Church fell. 


i.” See ae 


‘Dutch Church fill up the hiatus in 





17, 28; you might, possibly, have secured the repue 
tation to which they allude. Had the limits of in- 
tellect fixed by nature been respected, you might 
have risen to planetary distinction among your ‘pire 
tuous ladies ;’ while they, like faithful satellites, obe- 
dient to the great law of attraction, would have per- 
curred their cycles and epicycles around the orb of 
their adoration, and illustrated what ancient Poets 
had sung of the music of the spheres. But, sad to 
tell, the limits prescribed by nature were disregard- 
ed, its voice was unheeded. Ambition whispered its 
fascinations and distinctions—and like a brighter 
star, in a purer firmament, the Preacher in the Mid- 
Here, however, the contrast ~ 
ends. The lost archangel féll, and was, in the sub- 
lime language of Milton, 
‘ Majectic though in rnin;’ 

the polemical athlete of the Calvinistic cause fell, 
Will the members of the Middle 
the way of epi- 


‘taph on their Preacher, * Writer’ and ‘ Gentleman !” 


We are aware, Rey. Gentleman, of the sorrows 


‘| and afflictions of soul which now haunt you—of 


regrets for disregard of the mionitions of your inte- 
rior spirit when you provoked your antagonists to 
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engage in controversial conflict. We pity—for we || and Gentleman’ of the Middle Dutch Church—the | defects, but not as you, hitherto, have done, by 
‘ ‘erudite in the ‘Hebrew and Greek of the Holy | sertion and appeal to the prejudice and passions. 
la- | Calvinistic bigotry. Let there be some form of 


have pity for you—the reputation you have lost by 

the contest: and, to enhance your estimate of the | 
“ : ey . | 

worth of this pity, we blend it with the consolation | 


| . . 
| Ghost,’ the Sampson Agonistes of the ‘ virtuous 


dies’ who sanctioned the obscene fiction, Lorette— 


———— 


'gument not degrading to a tutored mind—somethy 


offered by the classical Junius to Sir Wm. Draper, | the invineible Pound-Text of the Protestant Associ-| worthy of a Preacher in the Middle Dutch Chup 
r | something widely differing from the ‘ Protegss. 
He compares parallel passages to evolve the mean- | lesson and logie’ of your eight crude and abops 


‘if you rest on a bed’ of tortures, you have made it 
for yourself.’ 
An inordinate selfishness for the bubble of distinc- | 
tion—a deranged or vitiated appetite for polemical | 
notoriefy, and the bravos of the few ignorant and | 
fanatical bigots who cheered your misrepresentations 
of Catholic creed at the meetings of the Protestant 
Association, have been, as Falstaif says, ‘the ruin | 
of you.’ Borne from conventicle to prayer meeting | 
on the diseased fame of their report, you surrender- | 
ed your saner judgment to the captivity of flattery, | 
and in despite of a severe experience, not only imag- | 
ined yourself the Sampson Agonistes of the Calvin- | 
istic theology, but, really familiar with the * Hebrew | 
and Greek of the Holy Ghost’!!! Estimating the | 
prowess of the Calvinistic Sampson by his feats per- 
formed in the present controversy, lis praises may | 
be a theme worthy of the inspired how! at a camp- | 
meeting, but they cannot aspire to the monopoly of 
a canticle in the Middle Dutch Church—it is feared 
his ‘virtuous ladies’ have applied their scissors to 
his love locks. His familiarity with the ‘ Greek of 
the Holy Ghost’ we must doubt, until he proves a 
discrepancy between it and the Greek of Homer and | 
Demosthenes—at least, between it and the Greek | 
or THE ‘Graca Masora.’ This hint will not be} 
mystery one hundred leagues from New Brunswick. | 
Since we are in the vein of imparting kindly mo-| 
nition and counsel to you, Rey. Preacher, allow us| 
the liberty of indulging in it a little longer; and, | 
though, like Brutus, you ‘are sick of many griefs,’ 
hear with patience and the civility becoming tbe | 
‘Gentleman’ and ‘ Writer’ of the Middle Dutch | 
Church. Receive ‘our best assurances that we are 
solicitous for your welfare, as well on earth as in a 
future world. 
piness, which urges us to this task—and the task is 
to point out the errors of your former letters that 
they may be avoided by your interior spirit while 
inditing those which yet are to be presented to your 
‘christian public.’ Had your last letter contained 
any matter relevant to the subject at issue—your rul: 
of faith, this recurrence to your past letters would 
not have been made—but finding it,a mere register. 
crude and false, of things not bearing on the topic || 
under immediate discussion, it is consigned to the | 
disregard it merits. It suits your purpose, because | 


tant rule of faith, the Bible to be the word of God, 

to wander into irrelevant matter, and divert the at- | 
tention of the members of the Middle Dutch Church | 
from the real point under discussion. But you have, 

already, been informed we are of the old school—| 
we will not follow in a false train. Your Protestant 

rule of faith shall first be canvassed. You are the 

Cuaucencer. Let this be borne in mind by your | 
‘christian public.’ If you neglect the ‘ speciality of 

rule,’ your example shal] not influence us. A deci- 

sion has already been passed on your form of pro- 

cedure in the present controversy by every instruct- 

ed mind, by those of your own flock, by the enlight- 

ened and unprejudiced among your own clerical 

brethren. We recur to your past letters to again 

exhibit your illogical inferences, proofless assertions, 

and recklessness of truth, to again ‘insert the hook in 

your nose.’ 

In your first letter you stated your rule of faith ; 
it is, according to your definition ‘the Holy Spirit 
speaking to us in the written word of God, the Holy | 
Scriptures.’ Conscious of the difficulty, imbecility, 
and infirmity inherent in your rule, for by it the 
Scripture is submitted to the judgment of every in- 
dividual, learned and ignorant, enlightened and stu- | 
pid, you boldly assert there is no obscurity in the 
Scripture ; and to deter the timid and ignorant from | 
suspicion of the infallibility of your assertion, you 
proclaim it ‘a charge against the Holy Ghost to 
charge the Scriptures with obscurity or deficiency !’ 

We seriously and designedly call the attention of 
the members of the Middle Dutch Church to the im- 
port of the words now cited from the logical preach- 
er’s first letter. They, and all Calvinists, are re- 
quested to observe the contradictory collision be- 
tween it and the words describing his rule. In stat- 
ing his rule he thus writes—‘if there be any thing 
not so plain, at first view as I wish, 1 compare paral- 
lel passages, and erolve the meaning by all proper 
means.’ Is there not a direct and express admis- 
sion of obscurity in the Scripture stated in the pre- 
ceding words? He ‘compares parallel passages.’ 
Why? Because there is something ‘not so plain as 
he wishes’—in other words, because there is obscu- 
rity. But, farther—Why does he compare parallel 
passages? To ‘evolve the meaning’—that is, the | 
meaning could not be discovered without the compa-_ 
rison of parallel passages, which is a plain admission 
of obscurity in the Scripture ! 
proof from the Preacher’s own words stating his own | 

rule of faith, that there is obscurity in the Scripture, | 


ted, he writes, ‘to charge the Holy Scriptures with 
obscurity or deficiency, would be to bring a charge 
against the Holy Ghost.’ » Would not this contra- 
diction be derided vdke it affirmed by a child—and 
yet, its author is Preacher Brownlee, the ‘ Writer 


. . if 
It is zeal, not zealotry, for your hap- 


‘ation! 


ing, and yet, in the teeth of his own prescribed and 
defined procedure, he affirms there js no obscurity 
in the Scripture ! 
should the passages be compared? If there were no 
obscurity, one passage would be as clear and evident 


in its meaning as the other; and, hence, a compa-| 


'rison of parallel passages equally clear and evident 


| 


letters. While concocting your next epistle, yy 
would counsel you to discard the whisperin 


If there were no obscurity why || your interior Spirit—it may not be a Spirit of fj 


and where there is no light there can be no Jog 
“no consistency, no argument. Seeleithe critical af 
vice of some of your more instructed brethrey 


| Their experience and sager judgment may 
would be an absurd process to eyolve a meaning} you—they may lesson the number of your contp, 


which was already known without the aid of compa- | dictions, and aid you in discriminating between & 
rison. Had Spurzheim lived, an examination of the | sertion and argument. ‘This will not diminish the 
'Preacher’s cranial outworks and facial redoubt might } profound polemical reputation you have so Merito. 


have been the basis of a new craniological system— 
sed non voluere Parce. 


| 
| 


riously earned. We also would recommend a si 
bias to trath—it cannot injure ; and gently wou 


Since, then, by the very terms of your Protestant) we hint a more familiar intimacy with modest gy 


Rag 5 > s ° — . ° e 
rule of faith, most logical ‘ Writer,’ the Bible is) picion of your mental excellencies. 


In short, sing. 


soLeLy the foundation of the Calvinistic religion,,| you have now been schooled, study wisdom and 
and since this Bible, by the terms of your rule, is abandon folly. The inspired sage says ‘it is bette 
obscure, will you condescend to inform us and the to meet a bear robbed of her whelps, than a foot 


| * christian public ;’ 


| trusting in his own folly.’—Prov. 17, 12. 


But there 


How an ignorant Calvinist can glean the articles | are, yet, other contradictions connected with yoy 
* 


of his creed from the Bible ? 
be unable to read ; 
How is he to ‘ compare parallel passages ?” 


This Calvinist may _ rule of faith that demand our attention. 


In your abortive efforts to prove the Bible to be 


He the word of God, you are forced to seek the aid of 


cannot prove the Bible to be the word of God! You)! tradition! Were you guilty of no inconsistency jp 


have not proved it, though you desired us to ‘see | seeking this aid ? 


Bishop Newton,’ and asserted ‘ you knew the Bible 


You are referred to your first let 
ter, where you and the members of the Middl 


to be the word of God from the external evidence of Dutch Church may read the following, not very 


miracles wrought by the inspired writers, and which | gentlemanly passage. 


It is an illustrative specimen 


were continued down to the time of St. Austin, who |, of your dogmatic intemperance. * As for TRADITION: 


saw some wrought!’ Do inform us, most critical 
Preacher, who was the inspired writer living and 


and oral laws,’ writes the ‘GENTLEMAN,’ ‘we wil 
TREAT them with the samn respecr as we do the 


performing miracles down to the time of St. Austin. | Koran of Mabommed, until the evipENCE OF THER 


This is the third iteration of this query ! 


rogatories is not foreign to the subject under discus- | 
sion. 


Church will second our request. 


We hope the members of the Middle Dutch) a rule.’ 


It strict- | piviniry be gronounced and established by prophe 
ly bears on your rule of faith—and, like your inter- | cy, tongues, and miracles; and the fact he confim 


ed that God gave them to the church of Christ for 
‘Tradition is used by the Preacher in the 
Middle Duteh Church to establish the divine che 


Having shown from the terms stating your rule | racter of the Bible, and, yet, he stigmatizes tradition 


of faith, that there ts obscurity in the Bible, it is un- lin terms of insolent contempt ! 


necessary to quote those Scriptural passages, in 
which obscurity is expressly affirmed. 


the first chapter of the Prophet Ezechiel—the works 


He ‘treats trade 
tion with the same respect as the Koran of Mahom 


At present | med,’ and, yet, this insulted and despised tradition 
we shall restrict ourselves to a mere reference—for || is used in a cause 
example, to the vision of the four living creatures in| tian ! 


the most interesting to a chris 
He salutes his opponents with the most op 
probrions terms when they allude to Azs interior spi 


of Daniel—the Apocalypse—the Epistles of St. Paul | rit and his intimacy with the *‘ Webrew and Greek 
you cannot prove, on the principles of your Protes-|/—the Acts of the Apostles, 8 chap. 30, 31, vers.—)| of the Holy Ghost,’ and, yet, he props his rule of 
the 2d Epistle of St. Peter, 3d chap. 16 v.—1! Cor. | Faith, the Bible, by an evidence which he mocks and 


15 c. 29 v.—the two parallel passages in St. Paul’s | 
Epistle to the Romans, 2d chap. 13 v., and 3.¢. 28 


v. Let any individual, learned or ignorant, reflect || norable, and revolting ? 


on the passages to which reference has just been | 
made, and it is not possible the assertion of Preacher | 
Brownlee can be admitted—the Scriptures are not 
obscure. 

The contradictions involved in your rule of faith, 
Rev. * Gentleman,’ have, in the series of our letters, 
received the attentions they appeared to merit—at 
times serious, and, again, in the tone of a lighter 
mood. As they are of grave importance to those 
who build their creed on the basis of your Protes- 


tant rule—as they blend with consequences having | domicile of the interior Spirit. 


an eternal duration, it cannot be out of place to 
again allude to them—since, as has already been 
observed, your last letter is guiltless of containing 


contemns ! Was Deism, in its most envenomed hae 

tred to the Bible, done any thing more base, dishor 

Truly did the Poet sing, 
* Fools rush in where angels fear to tread.’ 

We ask Preacher Brownlee and the members of 
the Middle Dutch Church, we ask his ‘ virtuous le 
dies’ does it indicate sanity of mind to adopt an evi 
dence denounced as worthless, by him who uses this 
evidence—an evidence degraded to the level of the 
Koran! Can contradiction and truth, inconsistency 
and the form of sound words, abide together? If 
they do, then Doctor Brownlee is a gifted and dit 
tinguished ‘ Gentleman’—a rich tabernacle for the 
Tradition is worth 
less, as infamous as the Koran of Mahommed, and 
yet is sufliciently orthodox to prove the Bible to be 
the word of God! This is what Shakspeare’s Sir 


any matter bearing on the subject in dispute—your | Nathaniel would name—‘ very reverend sport truly, 


rule of faith. 
The Bible being your rule of faith, you, by your 
principles, derive all your articles of creed from the | 


Bible—that is, if consistent, if logical, you will ad-| noted. 


and done in the testimony of a good conscience !’ 
In our last letter, Rev. Preacher, your inconsi* 

tency relatively to the authority of the Fathers was 

You demanded ‘ an editio purgata, a gente 


mit nothing into your creed but what is deduced le-| ine copy,’ else you would net admit them ‘as the 


gitimately and expressly from the Bible. Is this'| 


erpositors of truth.’ The genuine copy has not been 


stated fairly? Ifnot, we shall be pleased to have | discovered, yet you seek refuge under their author 
the error noted. You write in your first letter, and | ty—you admit them as expositors of truth! Does 
immediately after stating your rule, ‘THE BIBLE CoN-| not this recurrence to the authority of the Fathers 


TAINS THE WHOLE RELIGION OF THE PROTESTANT.’ 


involve you im a contradiction ? 


Now, it is an article of your creed, or, in other) your last letter that it does not, but affirmation 


terms, of your religion, to believe the Bible to be 


is not proof. Mark our form of sound words 


the word of God, yet, this article of your creed you You require a genuine copy of the Father’s works 
cannot deduce from tie Bible, for it cannot prove its ere you admit them ‘as expositors of truth 7 8 


own authenticity, inspiration, or canonicity. 


Your genuine copy is not had, and, yet, you admit 


failure in proof is notorious to all who have read) them as expositors of truth, for you cite pae 


your letters. The intrinsie evidence contained in 


sages from their works as they exist. 


They are, 


the Bible itself is not sufficient ; and this you have | therefore, expositors of truth, and they are not e& 
admitted by recurring to the testimony of certain) positors of truth. Is not this acontradiction? But 


churches, or, in other words, to tradition. 


You ad- you say in the true spirit of your * Protestant Jessoa 


mit, then, as an article of your creed, that, which és |, and logic,’ which, when interpreted without the al 
not derived from your rule of faith—therefore, your | of your interior Spirit, means false and reckless a 
Protestant rule is defective ; it does not determine | sertion—you say, Providence so ordered it, that 
ALL the articles of -religion necessary to salvation, these knavish mgnks who corrupted many parts 
and, consequently, is not a safe guide to a future) them (the works of the Fathers) did not succeed m 
world; it is folly, it is rashness, it is madness, to| corrupting aL. of them; or ALL PART of each 


trust to it. 


If this conclusion be false, prove its de-| them’!!! 


Here, gentle and logical Writer of the 


fects. Again, if consistent and Locicat in the|| Middle Dutch Church, a crabbed question must be 


dmis strict adoption of your Protestant rule of faith, you || asked. 
Here then is direct) really, truly exclude the divine character of the non do you segregate the corrupted from the gente 
Scripture, since this divine character cannot be es-| 


Do not recoil from it. By what critical c& 


ine passages in the works of the Fathers, and how 


1, th tablished from its intrinsic evidence ; therefore, if do you lop off the ‘ALL parr of each of them,’ & 
and, yet, within three lines of where this is admit- | you strictly adhere to your rule of faith, you, Rev. | you elegantly phrase it, which is sound, from the all 
Preacher, and aut who adopt this rule, are DEISTS | part of each of them which is unsound. Solve this 
and inripets. This inference is fairly legitimate,) query, and you will be ranked as high in intellect 
fairly deduced from your principles. We recom-| as Hamlet, who ‘knew a hawk from a hand-sa¥ 
mend it to the members of the Middle Dutch Church | when the wind was southerly.’ 


and your ‘christian public.’ If you can, exhibit its 


In the course of your illogical and vituperative let- 





You affirm im 
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ters, you have frequently awakened the prejudices | without any Scriptural authority, the Scriptures are credulity!!! Will Dr. Brownlee prove to us by his 
and darkest passions of your Calvinistic brethren by not your only rule of faith. Again we say, since all i rule of faith, that the copy from which the English 
a false and slanderous charge against your polemic || christians are obliged to believe the canonicity and | Bible has been translated, accorded with the origi- 
antagonists—at least, if their prejudices and passions | inspiration of the Holy Scriptures, and since the ca-|jnal? The Dr. it is presumed teelieres tiie: ‘We 
have not been aroused to enmity, you are not inno- |) nonicity and inspiration of the Scriptures cannot be | call on him to prove this point of his belief by his 





cent. Far as mean and dishonorable insinuation, || proved from the Scriptures, the divine author of the || rule of faith, We beseech him not to omit an an- 


far as base and false accusation could operate, you | christian religion never gave the Holy Scriptures as || swer to this—+ it deeply affects his cause” Is Dr. 
have not been an indolent promulgater, an inactive || man’s only rule of faith. We farther assert, that, || Brownlee certain, that the translators of his English 
exciter. Over the good and discriminating sense of | as your ‘ only rule of faith, is the written word of | Bible did not take liberties with the text in order to 
the enlightened portion of your flock your false ] God, contained in the Old Testament and the New,’ | favor their own peciliar opinions? Is the learned 
charges have not prevailed—they rest on the same || and, as the books of the OLD TESTAMENT or of the | Doctor infallibly certain that the persons who under- 
level with your proofs of the Bible being the word |} NEW Cannot prove their own authenticity and inspi- | took the translation of his ‘blessed Scriptures’ the 
of God. You call us Deists and Infidels! We pity | ration——-you cannot, consistently, believe they are | English Bible, were fully equal to do so arduous 
the dégradation and malignancy of the will from | authentic and inspired. If the Scriptures, and this | and important an undertaking? His rule of faith 
which these terms emanate—we sorrow for the Min- | has already been remarked—if the Scriptures be-| must give him satisfactory information on these 
ister of the Calvinistic religion who could utter them. |, your only rule of faith, then, you, as a consistent | points, or it cannot be relied on. Now, where, or 
In your last letter, and alluding to our letter, No. 7, | christian, can believe no article of faith, that can- |in what chapter or verse, does the English Bible 
you thus write—‘ you have renewed your crusade || not be proved from Scripture. But the authenticity | tell Preacher Brownlee’s hearers, that its translators 
against the Holy Bible.’ This ridiculous, but mali- | and inspiration of. the Bible cannot be proved from took no liberties with the copies from which they 
cious charge, we repel. Our crusade is not direct-|| Scripture alone, therefore the authenticity and inspi- translated? In what chapter or verse does it in- 
ed against the Bible—it is directed against * your || ration of the Bible, cannot be articles of your faith!!! form them, that the persons, who undertook that 
Protestant rule of faith.’ Your Protestant rule is as || The ‘christian public’ will now see what ‘ Protes- translation, were capable of executing their task 
remote from being the cause of the Bible, as the in-| tant lesson and logic’ have done for you, and will | with fidelity, honesty, and accuracy? They find 
terior impulse directing you in the manufacture of| condemn the temerity that thus exposes the creed of | no such chapter or verse in the Bible, nor, are they 
your ribald epistles is remote from the impulse of the | the christian to the sneer of the Deist, who, on your’ capable of making the necessary investigation se as 
Holy Ghost. Let it be observed by your ‘christian | principle or rule of faith, can hold it forth as a mere |to be certain of the true rendering of their Bible ; 
public,’ —against your rule of faith, not against the | chimera resting on no rational motive of credibility ! | therefore, their rule of faith must be, as regards them, 
Sacred Bible, we write ; it would be blasphemy to) What! the creed of the christian, according to || utterly uncertain, for they rely on the authority of a 
confound them Preacher Brownlee, is to be derived from the Scrip- translator or translators of whose orthodoxy, fideli- 
‘ Non bene conveniunt, nec in una sede morantur.’ tures alone, and those Scriptures not able to prove ty, and capability, they are not able to judge. 
Our sincere respect is evinced for the Bible, since, their own inspiration, which is an article of faith Hence, it is impossible for Dr. Brownlee’s ‘ virtuous 
by our creed, we will not submit it to the indiseri- | every christian must hold, in order to believe the re- | ladies and christian public’ to have a rational, much 
minate judgment of every ignorant and fanatical ligion divine, which he derives from the Scriptures. less, a divine faith. 
mind. We would rescue it from the torture ofevery | If this be not absurdity or fatuity in its last stage, That the well-meaning Protestant may be warned 
interested and designing Pharisee. Its abuses will, | we know not the import of ideas. not to place too great a reliance on the various trans- 
at a future period of our polemic strife, be a fruitful || ‘It startles the philosopher,’ says D'Israeli, in the | lations of holy writ by the Reformers, we will brief- 
theme to prove the seraphic influences, social ad-| retirement of his study, ‘when he discovers how | ly show them, that those Apostles of truth, have laid 
vantages, and political blessings, produced by your writers, who, we may presume, are searchers after | sacrilegious hands on the Holy Scriptures, and have 
religion. They will illustrate the wisdom of the || truth, should, in fact, turn out to be searchers after | converted the bread of life into the poison of death. 
Catholic church; they will illustrate the motives, the grossest fictions. It proves that the personal is We shall begin with Luther’s translation. Of this 
which governed the Apostles of your ‘ever glorious | too apt to predominate over the literary character.’ | translation Zuinglius writes as follows: Lib. de Sa- 
Reformation ;’ they will show the sacred volume | Without making any invidious application of this cra.‘ Luther,’ says he, ‘was a foul corrupter and 
was profaned and applied by them to the basest pur- | very just observation, we must say, that either Dr. | horrible falsifier of God’s word. One who followed 
poses, and, how, in the words of our countryman | Brownlee has not been serious when he proclaimed the Marcionists and Arians, that rased out such 


Moore, | his extravagant defence of his rule of faith, or, that | places of Holy Writ as were against him. Thou 
‘ They wrested from its page sublime, |! his credulity is most extraordinary where his preju- | dost corrupt the word of God, O Luther, thou art 
Their creed of lust and hate and crime. | dices are concerned. ‘ My exposure of your Vul- || seen to be a manifest and common corruptor of the 


You, in truth, are he who insults and degrades the | gate Bible has taken effect, and you cannot conceal | Holy Scriptures; how much are we ashamed of 
sacred writings by your effort to found the divinity | how much you writhe under it.’ Really, Rev. Sir, | thee, who have hitherto esteemed thee.’ After Lu- 
of their character on an evidence--tradition—-which | your attack on the Vulgate, instead of ‘ stinging the | ther comes Zuinglius himself: he and his disciples 
you brand with the same infamy as the Koran of priests’ conscience,’ tended to confirm them in the | translated the Bible, which was printed at Zurich. 
Mahommed. But, to Gut the ignorant among your, mean opinion they were compelled to form of the A copy was sent to Luther, which he rejected with 
flock, you affect to designate us Deists, because we | abilities of him who could cvntidently tell the chris- disdain, and called those Zuinglian translations, 
use your expression ‘the Hebrew and Greek of the || tian public that the Bible is his only rule of faith; |‘ Fools, Asses, Anti-christs, Deceivers, and of an 
Holy Ghost!’ Why should it be Deism or blas-|| that he believes the Bible to be an inspired book, | Ass-like understaning.’ See Protestant Apol. Tract. 
phemy to use this expression? Is it because the || and yet cannot prove this article of his faith, by his | 1, s. 10. 

Scriptures were written in Hebrew and Greek ? || rale of faith. | CEcolampadius gave a translation, which was 
Were Hebrew and Greek applied to no other pur-|| The priests care but little for your approbation or) printed at Basil. Of this Beza says, ‘ that the Ba- 
poses but the writing of the Bible? Where is this || censure of the Latin Vulgate. Your vituperation is | silian translation is in many places wicked, and al- 
said in the Scriptures? Had those languages been!) of no consequence when such profound scholars as || together differing from the mind of the Holy Ghost. 
employed in no other use but the literary composi- || Grotius, Walton, and Mills pronounce judgment ; | Beza also says, that the translation by Castalio is 
tion of the Bible, there might be some shadow of | and you know that they have spoken of the Vulgate || sAcRILEGIOUS, WICKED AND PAGAN.’ Castalio in his 
plea for your malicious charge of Deism ; but since || in terms of exalted praise. Though we were to ad- turn, censured Beza’s own translation. He wrote 
Hebrew was the common and the only language of | mit your rash assertion, that the Vulgate is the worst a book against it, and says, ‘to note all Beza’s er- 
the children of Abraham, it must have been adopted | of all possible translations, will it thence follow, that | rors in translating, would require a large volume.’ 
in the expression of every idea, gross or refined. It the Bible alone is the only rule of faith and judge of | We shall now glance at your English Bible. The 
was spoken by the Israelites when they murmured || controversy established by Christ ? We call for an first English translation was given by Tindal, in the 
against God in the desert, equally as by Moses when | honest answer to this question. It will enable the | reignof Henry the Eighth. In this translation and ° 
he commanded the waters of the Red Sea to whelm | christian public to judge of your ‘ Protestant lesson (in the New Testament alone, Bishop Tunstal dis- 


the Egyptian host. It was spoken by them when |) and logic.’ covered no less than two thousand corruptions. Two 
they adored the Golden Calf; it was their language || Doctor Brownlee tells the virtuous ladies of the thousand corruptions in the New ‘Testament alone ? 


while adoring the Almighty when he gave the deca- || Middle Dutch Church, that he does not keep their A pretty rule of faith! In the reign of Queen Eli- 
logue to Moses in the midst of thunder and lightning || consciences in his pocket, because he gives them the zabeth many ministers wrote to her as follows— 
on the summit of Mount Sinai. Is Greek the lan-|| word of God, as it is written in the hooks of the Old |‘ Our translation of the Psalms, as formed in our 
guage of the Holy Ghost? Was it not the language | Testament and of the New, for their sole and full book of Common Prayer, differs from the Hebrew 
of Homer and Pindar, of Anacreon, Sappho, and | rule of faith. Now, we ask the pious ladies of the in tivo hundred places at least.’ And Carlisle in his 
Aristophanes ? If your English version of the scrip- | Middle Dutch Church, if their writer does not tell book of Christ’s descent into Hell, says, ‘that the 
tures be correct, if faithful, we may, with the same) them, and if all christians do not acknowledge, that | translators of the English Bible have depraved the 
right that you monopolize Hebrew and Greek, de- | all copies and translations of Scripture are only so sense and deceived the ignorant. In many places 
signate English the language of the Holy Ghost.| far God’s true word as they agree with the true origi- they wrest the Scriptures from the right sense, and 
Would not this, Rey. Doctor, bea farcical assump- nal copy written by the sacred penman ? 3ut most show themselves to love darkness more than light, 
tion of right, a ludicrous plea for orthodox mono-)| pious and virtuous ladies, your writer tells you that falsehood more than truth.’ In the reign of King 
poly? Itis hoped the members of the Middle Dutch the original languages of the Scriptures were, ‘ the James, it was resolved, at the Conference of Hamp- 
Church will make the proper application of these Hebrew and Greek of the Holy Ghost.’ You, then ton Court, that a new translation should be given, 
remarks. must know Hebrew and Greek, in order to judge of on account of the manifold and daring corruptions 
We solicit them also, to interrogate their Preach- your English translations. You must be deeply | of the preceding ones. Now, the preceding trans- 
er, Gentleman, and writer, why he never solved the versed in those languages, in order to know that the | lations were the Protestant rule of faith, and_ this 
difficulty bearing on his Protestant rule of faith, re-| version which you use is truly rendered from the | rule of faith was discovered at the Hampton Court 
latively to Luther’s rejection of the epistle of St. original. Is this the fact? Have you studied He- | Conference, and even before it, not to be the word 
James. Preacher Brownlee and the Calvinists ad- | brew and Greek? We have our serious doubts on | of God. Now, if the Reformers on the continent of 
mit the epistle of St. James—Luther rejects it. Is | this subject, and, in expressing these doubts, we dis- | Europe and in Great Britain, could have thus re- 
Luther right? Is the Preacher in error? Is the| claim every thing like insult or disrespect ; all we | morselessly polluted the pure fountain of eternal 
Preacher right? Is Luther in error? Does your, mean to prove is, Preacher Brownlee has your con- truth, and caused the people to drink of this poison- 
Protestant rule decide this question, Dr. Brownlee?! sciences in his pocket—and, we respectfully suggest ed source, how is it possible for thinking Protestants 
If it do, favor us with the decision. We have long) would it not be more prudent to entrust your con- |to repose with security on the translations given 
looked for it. We recommend the difficulty to the || sciences to the keeping of Christ’s holy spouse, the | them by their ministers? The first translations were 
Doctor’s flock at their next class meeting. They, | ‘ pillar and the ground of truth’ than to ‘confide them | made with a view to justify by Holy Writ, the sepa- 
possibly, may elicit a solution; it is hoped it will || to any man’s pocket? Preacher Brownlee tells you ‘ration from the mother church, by disproving her 
not be assertion. '\to believe the word of God alone, your English Bi- doctrines. The same rancorous hostility to her still 
Along with the solution of the preceding difficul- ble, and this English Bible cannot tell you it is a | exists. We cannot, therefore, hope to find the pure 
ty, we and your ‘ christian public’ would willingly ‘| cerrect translation from the ‘ Hebrew and Greek of | Scripture, or the word of God, in those places which 
receive answers and solutions to the many difficul-||the Holy Ghost.’ Of this you yourselves cannot have a bearing on, or a reference to the new fangled 
ties and questions proposed by us during the present | possibly form an opinion, for you are utterly igno- doctrines. To be candid, we would as soon, and 
controversy. We have waited in patience ; and, in | rant of Hebrew and of Greek. How then do you | with as much confidence receive a translation from 
truth, it may be affirmed, that one of our arguments 1 know that it is the word of God? We will suggest the hands of Julian the Apostate, as receive pne 
against your rule of faith has not yet been answer-/an answer. You know your English Bible is the from any of the Protestant Societies, especially as 
ed. We have proved that the Scriptures cannot es- | word of God, on the authority of Preacher Brown- | regards the controverted passages. The fact os 
tablish their own authenticity, integrity. and inspi- | lee, or some such person, as ignorant of the Hebrew | fore us, and to this fact we call the attention 7 a 
ration ; and our conclusion is, that, since you admit | and Greek as you are yourselves ; and thus they put | Protestants. The first Protestant pom ener oe 
these characters as articles of faith, and admit them ‘your consciences in their pockets, and deride your impiously corrupted tie sacred records, and, thoug 
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many of their corruptions have been corrected, many, |we are of the old school, and that our ‘lesson and 
as yet, remain uncorrected in obedience to the ma- ‘logic’ will not allow us to stray from the matter in 
ligaant feeling that first introduced them. Now, | dispute. Now, Sir, the subject at present under 
Rev. Sir, if the Bible be the onxy rule of faith, let } consideration is too important to be only ‘ squinted’ 
it tell us, which of the translators of the word of at. If we prove, that your rule of faith and Judge 


to take satchels and trudge to school, in order to | follow that you have been practising a most awful 
learn the ‘ Hebrew and Greek of the Holy Ghost.’ | 
Thus, and only thus, can you and they, ‘by the | astray from the path of truth, and that you are in 
grace of God,’ ascertain and detect the crime of /open rebellion against the order established by 
those impostors, who have given you in the shape of Heaven. 

an English translation, what is not the Bible.’ The | 
ladies of the Middle Dutch Church may be told that | cessity of exposing your gross ignorance both of the- 
their English Bible is the true word of God. But) ology and of ecclesiastical history ; as for your logic, 
this they cannot believe unless the Bible tells them | all who read your productions say it is puerile in the 
so, for the Bible is their onty rule of faith. To | extreme. Your ignorance as a divine and historian, 
your high toned demand, ‘tell us if there be one | will be seen in the following, we may say Gothic 
English version of the Bible authorized by either the | passage. ‘In face of the Holy Bible, in which the 








| 


| 


| 
| 


| sublime in the light of Heaven. 
|delusion ; that you have been leading the people | 


We have been too often under the very painful ne- | 


Voy. hi 
this, (the raising up of a holy people), he threw Cah. 


vinism in their way; and when we ourselves 
preacher Brownlee renewing the blasphemies of 


Nestorius, under the guidance of the Holy Ghost, 


we shudder, and turn with affectionate reverence to 
God is the true one. In order to decide this ques-||of Controversy have never been established by the || that holy mother, who has never sported with diving | 
tion, you and your old and ‘ virtuous ladies,’ will have | divine author of the Christian religion, then it will) truth, and who stands like an Appenine, firm, ang 
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| ment of confirmation last Sunday in St.Mary’s church,Chagleg. 
town, to twenty individuals, several of whom were adults. 
| The Bishop intends shortly to visit Lowell. 


Pope or the church,’ we return the very brief an-|| Holy Ghost commands us not to pray to, or worship | 


swer—TRANSEAT. 
term, you know what use to make of it. || the sainted fathers, you thus pray, O holy Mary! 
You, Rey. Sir, have profited by the advice of the || obtain for us by thy intercession light to know the 


‘Whenever your opponent advances an argument, most pure mother of God.’ Paganism never breath- 
which you cannot answer—take special care not to ed such Atheism. ‘God has no mother,’ says the 
touch it.” We have advanced the most positive and || Preacher. ‘What a brutalizing prayer this is to 
convincing arguments to prove to you, that the Sa- |teach men!’ We give this passage in order to let 
viour of the world did not establish the Holy Scrip-| your pious ladies and Middle Dutch church congre- 
tures as our ONLY rule of faith, and these arguments | gation see, that their preacher and pastor, is a Nes- 
you have not touched, you have not even as much | torian heretic. The heresiarch Nestorius denied that 
as ‘squinted’ at them. You fear to grapple with || the Blessed Virgin was the mother of God. He main- 
them. You have groped you way through eight | tained that there were two persons in Christ, that of 
long and ill-digested letters, which, instead of prov- God and that of man---he denied the incarnation, or 
ing your point in any one sense, only convince the | that God was made man, and said the Blessed Vir- 
public, that you are prepared to hazard the grossest | gin ought not to be styled the mother of God, but only 
absurdity, when it leans towards your prejudice. || of the man, who was Christ. For these errors, Nes- 
Permit us to call to your recollection, that you have || torius was condemned by the third general council 
undertaken to prove, that the Holy Scriptures atone | held at Ephesus in the year 431, and at which two 
are the onty rule of faith, and ONLY suDGE oF con-| hundred bishops assisted. The Catholic doctrine is, 
TROVERSY established by Christ. You have, to use | that in Jesus Christ there are two natures, the divine 
your own term, ‘ squinted’ at the first; you have and human; but only one person. That Christ’s hu- 


If you know the meaning of this | creatures, in the face of the testimony of councils by H the Cholera has entirely disappeared from the city of St, Lovin? 


made an effort to prove that Christ established the | man nature does not subsist by itself but by the per- | 


Scriptures as the christian’s only rule of faith, but | son of the word to which it is substantially united. 
not a word have you said to prove that the Scrip- | If this were not true, it would not be true to say, the 
tures have been given to us as OUR ONLY JUDGE OF || word was made flesh, died and redeemed us with his 
controversy. Why have you abandoned this part | blood. ‘Truly preacher Brownlee’s rule must be ex- 
of your ground? Have your ‘ Protestant lesson and || tremely fallacious, when it thus brings him into the 
logic’ made no distinction between the rule and the | companyof Nestorius, and under the anathema of the 
judge who decides according to the rule? We.) primitive church! The Rev. preacher will pardon 
strongly suspect that the advice of the ‘venerable || us for the lesson we are about to give him on this 
member of the bar’ has suggested to you the follow- || point. It is the same which all our children are 
ing wise rule, ‘ When you advance a proposition | taught, in order to guard them against the awful 
which you cannot prove, take special care not to at- || blasphemy of the eastern arch-heretic. 

tempt the proof where you can avoid it.’ Now,|| Q. Why do you pay such devotion to the Virgin 
Rev. Sir, we have many arguments to prove that || Mary? 
the Scriptures were not established by Christ as the || A. Because she is the mother of Jesus our Redeem- 
Judge of all Controversies in religion between chris- 


er. 
tians. Our first argument is taken from the nature|| Q. Why do you give her such extraordinary hon- 
of the judicial office. The Judge between two indi- || or ? 


viduals at variance, is bound to express himself in i 
such a manner as that both parties shall see what 


his sentence is. One party must see that it is for | 


A. Because she is the mother of God. 
Q. For what other reason do you honor her ? 
A. She was honored by God, by men and by an- 


him, the other must see that it is against him. But || gels. 
the Seriptures do not decide in this way. There-|| Q. How was she honored by God ? 


fore, the Scriptures are not the Judge of Controver- 
sies. The major proposition is evident. The minor 
we prove. Have not many points of belief been 
controverted for many years between the Lutherans || 
and the Calvinists? Have not both parties appeal- ||‘ Hail Mary full of grace.’ 
ed to the Holy Scriptures, and have the Holy Scrip- || 
tures pronounced sentence in the manner common 
sense tells us they ought ? Have they, for instance, in 
the controversy concerning the real presence of 
Christ in the Eucharist, decided in such a way, as 


A. When he made choice of her to be mother of 
his son. 

Q. How was she honored by angels ? 

A. When Gabriel the Archangel saluted her with, 
Luke 1, 

Q. How was she honored by men? 

A. She was honored by St. Elizabeth, saying, 
‘Blessed art thou among women, and blessed is the 
fruit of thy womb.’ Luke 1, 42: and, until ‘the 
| dregs of our times,’ she has been honored by ‘all 


22 


to tell the Lutherans that Christ is really present in | generations.’ 
the Eucharist, or to tell the Calvinists that he is real-|| Q. Why does the church call her the mother of 
ly absent? They have not, Rey. Sir. If they had, || God ? 


| 


it is to be presumed the controversy would not still || 
exist. That our readers may see the full force of 
this argument, we beg of them to notice two things. 

First, the Lutherans and Calvinists openly confess 
that they acknowledge no other Judge of Controver- 
sies than the sacred Scriptures, which they say are 
plain and manifest, and evident, and fully sufficient 
of themselves to decide all controversies in matters 
of faith and religion. 

Secondly. Though they have this judge, and 
though they have appealed to this judge, ‘cue con- 1 
TROVERSIES HAVE NOT ENDED. ] 

Now, we say, that one of two things must be ad- || 
mitted, either the Scriptures have not hitherto pro- | 
nounced sentence, clearly, evidently, and sufficiently, 
or, if they have, that either the Lutherans or the 
Calvinists are very subborn or obstinate for not hav- 
ing obeyed the sentence of the Holy Ghost. Dr. 
Brownlee may take his choice. . . . . This, Rev. | for the Nestorians spoke of Jesus Christ in the same 
Sir, is our first argument against your judge of con- || way that the Alcoran does of Mahomet. 
troversy, we have five or six more which shall be | Biblioth Orieut. T. 34. 
given in regular order. Our second argument will || When we are told ‘ that the Lutherans have resus- 
be deduced from the Scriptures themselves. This || citated damned heresies out of hell,’ see Smidelin 
we shall not enter upon at present, as it would re- 1 Epist. Col. Montisbel, Anno 1358; and when Stan- 
quire more spate than we wish to claim or have a/|carus in lib. de Trinit. Crac. 1562, says, ‘that the 
right to, in ‘the Truth-Teller. Your letter No 8 is, || Calvinists allow for their Catholic faith, the heresies 
to express it gravely a rare production. It verifies || of the Arians, Entrictarians, Appollonarists, 'Timo- 
the saying of the old Philosopher, that an ass ¢an | theans, Acephalists Theodosians, and Macarians ;’ 
propose more questions in a minute than a wise man | 
could solve in ayear. You have glanced at many 
subjects entirely foreign to the point at issue. You | Messrs. John and Charles Wesly,’ &c. June 25th, 
cannot expect us to follow you. »We told you that | 1771, that, ‘ when Satan could no otherwise hinder 


A. Because she is the mother of Christ, true God, 
and true man, and truly born of her. Yet when we 
call her mother of God, we do not say that she is the 

mother of the Divinity, but of the word made flesh, 
God and man in the same person. This is what preach- 
er Brownlee calls ‘revolting blasphemy !’ Pity this 
| apt and inspired pupil of the Holy Ghost, did not 

live in the year 431. The fathers of the council of 
Ephesus, under his guidance, would never have de- 
fined that the Virgin Mary is the mother of God, and 
St. Cyril of Alexandria would not have written bis 
anathematisms. 


| of the board of missions. If so, his Nestorianism will 
| be of service to those who are sent to Persia. It is 
/a fact that since the conquest of the Persian Mon- 
jarchy by the Mahometans in the 7th century, the 

Nestorians were better treated than the Catholics, 


Assemani | 
|| at Great Falls, near Dover, N. H. aged 7 years and 4 months. 


ling at half past 7 o'clock, after a trial of four weeks. 


We are happy to learn from the Shepherd of the Valley that 


| and that the gloom which had for a few days pervaded so gen. 
| erally had once more given way to business and activity, 
* venerable member of the bar,’ to the young lawyer. | great benefit which Christ has bestowed on us. ‘O | 





ST. LOUIS UNIVERSITY. 
A ceremony highly gratifying took place in this establish. 


ment a few days ago. 


The Rt. Rev. Bishop Rosati, after hay. 


ing celebrated a Mass in Pontificalibus, gave the sacrament of 
confirmation to 41 pupils, most cf whom had a few minutes 


before made their first communion. 


The Rt. 


Rev. Prelate ad. 


dressed the inmates of the Institution before and after the ad. 
ministration of the sacrament in a truly paternal manner— 
Nothing could be more pathetic than the reflections which he 
| made on the happiness which they enjoyed in being intrusted 
to the care of persons whose every exertion tends to form their 
hearts to virtue and to instil into their minds the principles of 
solid knowledge, with a view to prepare them to engage with. 


out danger, in their future occupation in the world. 


The joy 


which the worthy Prelate experienced was much heightened 
by the piety of the students. Upwards of sixty approached the 
holy table on that day, and « dified by their exterior deportment 
all who were attracted to the University by the solemnity of 


the occasion. 


We seize this opportunity to state that the In. 


stitution rapidly progresses in importance and usefulness. The 
actnal number of the students attached to it is, we understand 


130, of whom &2 are boarders.—Shepherd of the Valley. 
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The Providence Journal of the 3d inst. states that after a 


consultation of sixteen hours, the jury, in the case of the Rey, 


Mr. Avery, the Methodist Minister, charged with the murder 


of Sarah Maria Cornell, have finally agreed upon a verdict of 


acquittal. 


The case was given to the jury on Saturday even- 


Th 


Chief Justice declined making any comments, in his charge, 


upon the evidence, as he said it was the province of the jufy 


to judge of the facts from their own recollection of the testi- 


mony ; his charge, therefore, only related to the law of the 


case, and was very brief. 


court and returned to his friends in Bristol. 


We suspect that the Rev. preacher is a member | 


Mr. Avery was discharged by the 


The New England Conference of the Methodist Episcopal 


church holds its session this year in Boston, 


It is stated, in 


the Globe, that the Rey. Mr. Avery is ordered to be in attend- 


ince on it. 


His conduct in relation to the supposed murder 


of Miss Cornell, will probably be investigated now according 


to the rules of his own churi 


} 


Doway Bible; and the Catechism of the Council of 
Trent. 

These two splendid works have now both issued from the 
press, and may be had in all the principal Catholic Bookstores 


1 


in the United States 


The former, published by Mr. John 


Doyle, No. 12 Liberty Street, New York, is universally admir- 
ed, and is considered by far the best edition of the Holy Scrip- 


tures ever given in this country. 


It has crea 


ted a wonderful 


ularm among the Bible Society people on account of its cheap- 


ness and its extraordinary beauty. 


What will these speculat- 


ing Bible-cireulators now say about the Catholic church with- 
holding the sacred 


will they now inve 
a large capital inve 


spurious Bibles on 


promote their sale, 


Scriptures 


from the laity ? 


nt and put forth to the public ? 
sted, and a deal of stale merchandize of 
their hands ; 
and to keep up their credit, a little longer. 


something n 


What new LIE 
They have 


just be done to 


Ture Catecuism or Tur Councit or TRENT isa work which 


contains the true doctrine of the Catholie church. 


It has long 


been a desideratum in this country, where the tenets of Roman 
Catholics, upon almost every article of christian faith, have 
been so long and so shamefully misrepresented. Every Roman 
Catholic should be in possession of a copy of this excellent 


work. 


great credit upon Mr. Myers, the publisher. 


glad to see these two works extensively circulated. 


The present is a very handsome edition, which reflects 


We should be 
No Ca- 


tholic family should be without both. Protestants also, anxious 
to know the truth, would do well to add them to their libra- 
ries. In Mr. Doyle’s edition of the Doway Bible they will have 
the satisfaction to possess the true word of God; and in the 
Catechism of the Council of Trent, they will enjoy the addi- 
tional benefit of a faithful and correct exposition of it. 


The Catholics of Waltham are informed that. divine service 
will be performed in their church on next Sunday, (9th inst.) 





ENGLISH LIBERALITY. 
The Hampshire Patriot, (an English paper) states that the 
Earl of Egremont, with his accustomed munificence, inten 


to present an Altarpiece to the new Catholic chapel erecting « 


| at the east part of Brighton, and that Mr. Carew, the celebrat- 
| ed sculptor, has been honored by his lordship’s commands to 
-execute the same 


} 


Francis P. Scanlan, son of Philip F. Scanlan was drowned 


Married in the church of the Hoty Cross on the Ist of 





| June, David Murphy to Mary Manny ; 2d, John Miller to El- 
| len Rollin; Israel W. Lovett to Elizabeth Fagan ; Timothy 
| Walsh to Nancy O’Brien ; 3d, John Smith to Selina M. Blake; 
Patrick Sullivan to Eleanor Fitzgerald ; 5. Andrew J. Carrett 


\| 
| 
j 


and when the Doctor’s ‘honest John Wesley’ writes | 
‘in the minutes of ‘ Conversations between the Rev. 


to Eliza H. Tidd. 


Interments in the Catholic burying-ground since the publi- 


| cation of the last “ Jesuit.” 


Ann Torrey, 25 years ; Mary Joseph Johnson, 60 years; 
| Timothy Cadogan, 3 months ; John Cunningham, 15 days; 
i! John Galvin, 2 days. 


e holy Sacra. | 
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